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Response to a Final Office Action 

Application No. 10/613,946 

This communication is a response to a Final Office Action rejection having a 
mailing date of 06/08/2006 and setting forth a shortened statutory period for response 
of three months which would expire on 09/08/2006, 

REMARKS 

The applicant has studied the examiner's action carefully with the following 

results: 

Claims 1 - 4 are rejected under 36 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Johnson in view of Bilotti and in view of Kupferman. 

The examiner states that "Johnson teaches a shade and rain umbrella combination 
having a shaft (14) and ribs (18) pivotally mounted on a top of the shaft. A shade 
cover (20) is placed over and supported by the ribs. An analysis of Johnson indicates 
that the basic concept of Johnson is a windproof umbrella wherein the construction of 
the disclosed umbrella is entirely different from the claimed construction of 
applicant's umbrella that protects a person from the UV rays of the sun and affords 
ventilation through the fabric at the same time in one mode and protects a person 
from rain through the use of a separate water proof rain cover placed over the shade 
cover in a second mode. The examiner agrees that Johnson does not disclose or 
define a shade cover made of a fabric mesh material for protection against ultraviolet 
rays of the sun as claimed. The examiner now looks to Kupferman to find a teaching 
of using a shade cover to substitute for the shade cover of Johnson. It is pointed out 
that Kupferman does not disclose a two mode use of the umbrella and that is to 
shade against UV rays and shade a person and then a second mode to protect 
against rain through the use of a separate water proof cover placed over the shade 


PAGE 3/5 * RCVD AT 6I16Q006 2:22:18 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-312 * DNIS:2738300 * CSKMOO-OOO-OOOOO * DURATION (mm-ss):01-50 


